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Introduction {#sec001}
============

During the last thirty years, traffic safety has been improved greatly in China, indicating that the improvement of transportation infrastructure and application of advanced transportation technologies have made much progress. However, China is still in top-ranking according to the number of crashes and fatalities. As reported, there were 209,654 injured and 63,772 deaths due to crashes in 2017, and thus there is a long way to go for the traffic safety in China.

Urban expressway is one significant component of traffic network, carrying a large amount of traffic volume and providing convenient service for urban area and long-distance inter-city traffic. Because of heavy traffic and high speed on expressways, the car-following distance is close and lane-changing action is frequent, thus it's more likely to run into rear-end or side crashes, while the crashes may lead to injury or fatality, traffic congestion, and even worse network paralysis if not dealt with immediately. Therefore, the impact of crashes on urban expressways not only causes the severe injury or fatality, but results in network inefficiency of large area, thus it's significant to investigate the influencing factors of crashes on expressways.

During the last decade, there have been a variety of different approaches and perspectives \[[@pone.0227869.ref001]--[@pone.0227869.ref003]\] presented in safety evaluation, and there are some studies on expressway safety \[[@pone.0227869.ref004]--[@pone.0227869.ref006]\]. Among them, regression analysis has been widely applied to investigate the relationship between injury severity and influencing factors. The widely utilized regression approaches, e.g. linear regression, logistic regression and probit regression, have been accepted by a number of scholars. At early stage, Al-Ghamdi \[[@pone.0227869.ref007]\] employed binary logistic regression to estimate the influence of accident factors on accident severity. The results found the location and cause of accident were the most significantly associated with severity, and showed that the logistic regression is a promising tool in analyzing safety. Then Yu and Abdel-Aty \[[@pone.0227869.ref008]\] concluded that binary probit model with Bayesian inference was superior with more significant variables, and the goodness-of-fit improved substantially by considering unobserved heterogeneity in the Bayesian binary probit model. From binary to ordered nature of injury severity levels, one of highly related studies by Park et al. \[[@pone.0227869.ref004]\] evaluated the influencing factors that contributed to the degree of injury severity sustained in traffic crashes of Korean expressways. Ordered probit, ordered logit and multinomial logit were examined and 16 variables were identified as major contributing factors to the severity of injuries. Michalaki et al. \[[@pone.0227869.ref009]\] explored the factors affecting motorway accident severity using the generalized ordered logistic regression model in England. The results suggested that the factors positively affecting the severity include the number of vehicles involved, peak-hour traffic time and low visibility. Yoon et al. \[[@pone.0227869.ref010]\] investigated the influencing factors of injury severity occurred in local bus crashes, and developed a hierarchical ordered model. At the lower level, the influencing factors included vehicle speed, vehicle age, road alignment, surface status, road class and traffic light installation, while at the upper level, pavement, emergent medical environment, traffic rate of compliance, and ratio of elderly in the community were significant. The latest study by Rezapour et al. \[[@pone.0227869.ref011]\] selected ordered logistic models on crash injury severities of downgrade crashes. The findings provided insights into contributing factors of downgrade crashes in mountainous areas. All the studies have verified that ordered logistic/probit model can be applicable in analyzing the crash injury severity.

Ring road is one important type of urban expressways, and has been widely employed in China. The main function lies in separating the traffic in the downtown area from that in suburban areas, and carrying a large amount of traffic volume to avoid the overloading of urban area. In Beijing, there have been 6 ring roads so far, covering 432 kilometers in total, which constitutes of unique urban structure. As the significant component of urban roadway network, expressways and express rings in Beijing play an important role, and it is necessary to investigate the influencing factors of injury severity to improve the safety level. Therefore, the purpose of this study is to examine the crashes from expressways and express rings in Beijing. The Bayesian ordered logistic model will be proposed to analyze the ordered feature of injury severity by considering crash features, vehicles, roadway conditions and environment comprehensively so that the references can be made to the injury prevention and traffic management for the expressways.

Data description {#sec002}
----------------

The dataset was collected from the real crashes maintained by Beijing Bureau of Traffic Management from 2015 to 2016. The target area in this study was covered by express rings and expressways, including 2^nd^ Ring, 3^rd^ Ring, 4^th^ Ring, 5^th^ Ring and Jing-tong Expressway. There are 166 crashes involved as shown in [Fig 1](#pone.0227869.g001){ref-type="fig"}. Since one crash may involve more than one vehicle, some data were double counted. After some invalid data were removed, 133 samples were kept. Four main factors were extracted: the crash features, the vehicle profiles, roadway characteristics and the environment.

![Study area by selected expressways in Beijing.](pone.0227869.g001){#pone.0227869.g001}

According to the data collected from the expressways in Beijing, injury severity is classified into three types, slight (including property damage only), injury (no death) and fatality (1 or more than 1 death). To correspond to the three types, ordered regression model was proposed to match with the ordinal feature of injury severity. Therefore, injury severity can be regarded as the dependent variable in the proposed model with slight (1), injury (2) and fatality (3). Moreover, the variables reflecting the crash features, such as crash type, time, date, day, injury location (e.g. segment, ramp or auxiliary lane), etc. are included.

Due to the collection difficulty and privacy, the drivers' personal status, e.g. age, gender, action, and conditions, were not provided, thus the dataset in this study mainly concentrates on the non-behavioral variables.

According to the vehicles involved during the injury, the explanatory variables reflecting the vehicle profiles include vehicle type and vehicle action. Furthermore, the crash data collected involve either two vehicles or more than two vehicles, in which the vehicle with main responsibility is named as vehicle 1, and those with minor responsibility is as vehicle 2. According to the data collected, crashes with two vehicles account for over 90%, thus the classification is reasonable.

Since express rings and expressways are the objects, the roadway characteristics contain the number of ring roads, and roadway surface (e.g. dry, wet (rain/snow), and others), while the crash environment extracts the weather and season.

In order to evaluate the proposed models in STATA software, the categorical variables are digitalized, and all the variables collected are listed and summarized in [Table 1](#pone.0227869.t001){ref-type="table"} with dependent and categorical variables before, and the descriptive statistics of the indicator variables in the following.

10.1371/journal.pone.0227869.t001

###### Summary of the parameters.

![](pone.0227869.t001){#pone.0227869.t001g}

  Variable                        Description                    Count (proportion)                         
  ------------------------------- ------------------------------ -------------------- ---------- ---------- ---
  **i) Dependent variables**                                                                                
  **Injury severity**             1-slight                       8(6.0%)                                    
                                  2-injury                       63(47.4%)                                  
                                  3-fatality                     62(46.6%)                                  
  **ii) Categorical variables**                                                                             
  **Crash type**                  1-Rear-end                     47(35.3%)                                  
                                  2-Single vehicle               18(13.5%)                                  
                                  3-Sidewipe                     17(12.8%)                                  
                                  4-Head-on                      8(6.0%)                                    
                                  5-Others                       43(32.4%)                                  
  **Crash location**              1-Segment                      79 (59.4%)                                 
                                  2-On/off ramp                  11(8.3%)                                   
                                  3-Auxiliary lane               43(32.3)                                   
  **Crash season**                1-Spring                       14(10.5%)                                  
                                  2-Summer                       35(26.3%)                                  
                                  3-Autumn                       56(42.1%)                                  
                                  4-Winter                       28(21.1%)                                  
  **Vehicle 1 type**              1-Motor/ebike                  22(16.5%)                                  
                                  2-Car                          34(25.6%)                                  
                                  3-Pickup/van                   36(27.0%)                                  
                                  4-Heavy truck                  25(18.8%)                                  
                                  5-Unknown                      16(12.1%)                                  
  **Vehicle 1 action**            1-Striking                     68(51.1%)                                  
                                  2-Struck                       46(34.6%)                                  
                                  3-Others                       19(14.3%)                                  
  **Vehicle 2 type**              1-Motor/ebike                  25(18.8%)                                  
                                  2-Car                          25(18.8%)                                  
                                  3-Pickup/van                   28(21.0%)                                  
                                  4-Heavy truck                  18(13.5%)                                  
                                  5-Unknown                      37(27.9%)                                  
  **Vehicle 2 action**            1-Striking                     62(46.6%)                                  
                                  2-Struck                       25(18.8%)                                  
                                  3-Others                       46(34.6%)                                  
  **Road surface**                1-Dry                          94(70.7%)                                  
                                  2-Wet (rain/snow)              14(10.5%)                                  
                                  3-Others                       25(18.8%)                                  
  **Weather condition**           1-Clear                        89(66.9%)                                  
                                  2-Cloudy                       9(6.8%)                                    
                                  3-Rain/snow                    9(6.8%)                                    
                                  4-Other                        26(19.5%)                                  
                                  **Mean**                       **S.D.**             **Min.**   **Max.**   
  **iii) Indicator variables**                                                                              
      **Time**                    Daytime (0) or nighttime (1)   0.54                 0.50       0          1
      **Period**                  Offpeak (0) or peak (1)        0.14                 0.35       0          1
      **Week**                    Weekday (0) or weekend (1)     0.30                 0.46       0          1

Methodology {#sec003}
-----------

Generally the standard ordered regression logistic model employs unobservable variable z to represent the latent variable, which can be considered as the foundation of modeling the ordinal feature of the data, thus the discrete injury severity levels can be assumed to be concerned with the continuous latent variable. The specification of the latent variable for each observation can be expressed as \[[@pone.0227869.ref012]\]: $$z = \beta X_{i} + \varepsilon_{i}$$ where β represents the vector of estimated coefficients, X~i~ denotes the vector of influencing variables for each crash observation, and ε~i~ is the random error term. With the Eq ([1](#pone.0227869.e001){ref-type="disp-formula"}), the observed ordinal injury severity levels (y) can be described as follows: $$\left\{ \begin{matrix}
{y = 1\ if\ z \leq \mu_{0}\left( Slight \right)} \\
{y = 2\ if\ \mu_{0} < z \leq \mu_{1}\left( Injury \right)} \\
{y = 3\ if\ \mu_{1} < z \leq \mu_{2}\left( Fatality \right)} \\
\end{matrix} \right.$$ where μ~i~ is the threshold that defines the injury severity y. Given the value of X~i~, the probability that the injury severity of individual i belongs to each category is the followings: $$\left\{ \begin{matrix}
{P\left( {y = 1} \right) = \varnothing\left( - \beta X \right)} \\
{P\left( {y = 2} \right) = \varnothing\left( \mu_{1} - \beta X \right) - \varnothing\left( - \beta X \right)} \\
{P\left( {y = 3} \right) = \varnothing\left( \mu_{2} - \beta X \right) - \varnothing\left( \mu_{1} - \beta X \right)} \\
\end{matrix} \right.$$ where ∅(∙) is the standard logistic cumulative distribution function. The parameter estimation can be realized using the log-likelihood approach, and the likelihood function for the ordered logit model can be expressed as: $$LL = {\sum_{n = 1}^{N}{\sum_{i = 1}^{I}{\delta_{in}LN\left\lbrack {\varnothing\left( {\mu_{1} - \beta X_{n}} \right) - \varnothing\left( {\mu_{1 + 1} - \beta X_{n}} \right)} \right\rbrack}}}$$ where δ~in~ is equal to 1 if the observed discrete outcome is i, and zero otherwise. The odds of the crash outcome i can be described as: $$\frac{P\left( y = i \right)}{1 - P\left( y = i \right)} = {\exp\left( {\beta_{0} + \beta_{1}X} \right)} = e^{\beta_{0}}\left( e^{\beta_{1}} \right)^{X}$$

However, the injury severity levels may vary across spatial location, e.g. severity levels may be higher at some expressways while lower at others. In such cases, the extent of the effect of severity levels may be different. At this point, in statistical terms, there exists within-individual homogeneity and between-individual heterogeneity in the hierarchically structured data, and multilevel modeling approach provides an appropriate analytical framework to deal with the spatial issue. In this study, the basic cross-sectional ordered logistic model as the first level, and then the model development expands the basic model by adding the panel data to explain the between-expressway heterogeneity, which specifies the random intercept sigma^2^at the expressway level.

Due to this, in this study Bayesian estimation approach is employed for the multilevel logistic model. For Bayesian inference, the likelihood function is used to update the prior distributions and achieve the posterior distribution of parameters. Assume θ to denote the parameters to be estimated, the posterior distribution of θ can be computed as: $$\pi\left( \theta \middle| y \right) = \frac{f\left( y \middle| \theta \right)\pi\left( \theta \right)}{\int_{\theta}{\left( y \middle| \theta \right)\pi\left( \theta \right)d\theta}} \propto f\left( y \middle| \theta \right)\pi\left( \theta \right)$$ where y = {y~1~,...,y~i~,...y~n~} represents the observed outcomes, π(θ) denotes the prior distribution of θ, f(y\|θ) denotes the sampling distribution, ∫~*θ*~(y\|θ)π(θ)dθ represents the marginal distribution of y, and π(θ\|y) denotes the posterior distribution of θ. It can be seen that the Bayesian inference provides a flexible framework to integrate the prior knowledge of the data with the parameter estimation process. This is especially important for data with small sample sizes that may not adequately represent population characteristics \[[@pone.0227869.ref013]\]. More details about the ordered logistic model and Bayesian inference can be referred to \[[@pone.0227869.ref004], [@pone.0227869.ref011]--[@pone.0227869.ref013]\].

For model comparison, as provided by many other studies with the Bayesian inference \[[@pone.0227869.ref014], [@pone.0227869.ref015], [@pone.0227869.ref016]\], the Deviance Information Criterion (DIC) is used to evaluate the proposed Bayesian ordered logistic regression model, whereas Akaike Information Criterion (AIC) and Bayesian Information Criterion (BIC) are employed to evaluate the goodness-of-fit about ordered logistic regression model, thus, multilevel ordered logistic model is employed by considering time as the 2^nd^ level within Bayesian framework so as to make the comparison equally. Therefore, DIC is used to compare the models abovementioned: $$DIC = D(\overline{\theta}) + 2p_{D} = \overline{D} + p_{D}$$ where $D(\overline{\theta})$ is the deviance evaluated at $\overline{\theta}$, the posterior mean of the parameter of interest, *p*~*D*~ is the effective number of parameter in the model, and $\overline{D}$ is the posterior mean of the deviance statistic $D(\overline{\theta})$. The lower the DIC, the better the model fits. Generally speaking, differences in DIC of more than 10 definitely rule out the model with the higher DIC; differences between 5 and 10 are considered substantial, while the difference less than 5 indicates that the models are not statistically different from each other.

Results and discussion {#sec004}
======================

Based on all the variables selected from the 133 crash cases, the characteristics of the crashes and correlation among main factors can be examined. In this study, STATA software was employed to store and analyze the data. The correlation test showed that there is high correlation between road surface and weather condition, vehicle 2, vehicle 2 action and vehicle 1 action. Thus, in the final results the variables may not occur at the same time.

The Bayesian multilevel ordered logistic and Bayesian ordered logistic regression model were developed to examine the injury severity in urban expressways. For Bayesian inference, the first 2,500 iterations in each distribution were discarded as burn-in, and then 10,000 iterations were conducted for each distribution of 12,500 for each parameter. The models convergence was monitored by the ratios of Monte Carlo errors relative to the respective standard deviation of the estimates, which should be less than 0.05. The final model is presented in [Table 2](#pone.0227869.t002){ref-type="table"}.

10.1371/journal.pone.0227869.t002

###### Parameter estimates for the proposed models.

![](pone.0227869.t002){#pone.0227869.t002g}

  **Variable**                  Bayesian multilevel ordered logistic          Bayesian ordered logistic                                                                                             
  ----------------------------- --------------------------------------------- --------------------------- ------- ----------------- ----------------------------------------------- ------- ------- -----------------
  Crash location                -0.467[\*](#t002fn002){ref-type="table-fn"}   0,201                       0.013   (-0.863,-0.067)   -0.409[^\*^](#t002fn002){ref-type="table-fn"}   0.207   0.009   (-0.831,-0.021)
  Time                          0.896[\*](#t002fn002){ref-type="table-fn"}    0.365                       0.026   (0.205, 1.637)    1.000[^\*^](#t002fn002){ref-type="table-fn"}    0.372   0.025   (0.224,1.724)
  Crash season                  0.501[\*](#t002fn002){ref-type="table-fn"}    0.211                       0.025   (0.102,0.910)     0.554[^\*^](#t002fn002){ref-type="table-fn"}    0.209   0.009   (0.160,0.964)
  Cut1                          -2.127                                        0.798                                                 -1.785                                          0.773           
  Cut2                          1.184                                         0.765                                                 1.494                                           0.732           
  Sigma^2^                      0.277                                         0.460                                                                                                                 
  **Goodness-of-fit**                                                                                                                                                                               
  **No. of observations**       133                                           133                                                                                                                   
  **DIC**                       223.312                                       222.297                                                                                                               
  **Log marginal likelihood**   -123.916                                      -124.731                                                                                                              

Note: Std. Dev. = Standard Deviation; MCSE = Monte Carlo Standard Error; BCI = Bayesian credible interval;

\* denotes significance at 95% confidence interval.

Shown from [Table 2](#pone.0227869.t002){ref-type="table"}, for both models, crash location, time and crash season are significant variables influencing injury severity. The log marginal likelihood of Bayesian ordered logistic model (-124.731) is close to that of multilevel ordered logistic model (-123.916), while the difference of DIC values are less than 5, indicating that the goodness-of-fit of Bayesian inference is not significantly different from each other, but DIC value of proposed model is smaller, thus the following explanation would concentrate on the Bayesian ordered logistic regression model.

In [Table 2](#pone.0227869.t002){ref-type="table"}, there are three significant variables influencing injury severity in urban expressways. Crash location is negatively associated with injury severity, implying that compared to injury at segment, the severity is slighter at ramp and auxiliary lanes. The reason is such that although at ramp and auxiliary lanes more lane changing and more conflicts occur, the speed at segment is much higher, thus leading to more severe injury. Various studies \[[@pone.0227869.ref008], [@pone.0227869.ref017]\] have verified that excessive speeding is crucial for the injury severity on freeway segments.

The second significant variable time is positively concerned with injury severity, indicating that injury at nighttime is more severe than that in the daytime. Ususally at nighttime the traffic volume on expressways is lower than that in the daytime, but the speed is much higher, so the probability of running into severe injury is higher, which is in line with Jang et al. \[[@pone.0227869.ref018]\] and Yuan and Chen \[[@pone.0227869.ref019]\].

Another significant variable crash season is positively related to injury severity, meaning that the probability of injury in winter is higher than in the rest seasons. This is uniform with the basic knowledge, since the weather in Beijing belongs to temperate monsoon climate by featuring short spring and autumn, hot summer and cold winter. In winter when there is heavy snow, the probability of severe injury is increased to a large extent. Although the injury accounts for a high proportion in autumn in [Table 2](#pone.0227869.t002){ref-type="table"}, the severity in winter is still the worst, sometimes causing a series of crashes and fatalities on expressways, which has been examined by some studies \[[@pone.0227869.ref020]--[@pone.0227869.ref022]\].

According to the results obtained, from an empirical point of view, for the department of traffic management, speed limit sign should be clearly established at certain distance on expressway segment, and electronic velocity measurement combined with dynamic message sign (DMS) should be made at long segment so that excessive speeding would be reduced to lessen the injury severity; At nighttime the lighting facilities or devices should be kept under good conditions to help the expressway users increase the sight and more alert facilities, such as voice warning, flashing lights, etc., should be set up to avoid the driving fatigue at night; the winter season increases the injury severity, thus one way of increasing the safety is to remove the ice/snow with facilities as soon as possible, and guarantee the roadway conditions clearly.

Conclusions {#sec005}
===========

A variety of studies have concerned the injury severity at different locations, but not many have been explored with respect to the urban expressways. In this paper we proposed ordered logistic regression model within Bayesian framework to address the injury severity of expressways in Beijing. This method permits to address the ordinal feature of injury severity, and the inference is highlighted in a straightforward manner from the Bayesian point of view. Moreover, the Bayesian inference allows for an easy derivation of the posterior credible intervals, which provides a clear measure for data with small sample sizes that may not adequately represent population characteristics. The suitability of the method is illustrated with the dataset in Beijing from 2015 to 2016.

This study adds to the injury severity in three aspects. First, the Bayesian ordered logistic regression model in the injury severity analysis can accommodate the data with small sample sizes that may not adequately represent population characteristics; Second, the goodness-of-fit of the proposed model performs no difference from corresponding multilevel ordered logistic model, while addressing the odernal feature of injury severity precisely; Finally, the results can provide some potential insights in expressway safety improvement.

One concern is that the data collected may be the drawback, and if more comprehensive data (e.g. drivers' status, motorcyclists, 3 to 5 years), the preciseness of injury severity may be better reflected. Another issue is that travel speed may be significantly associated with traffic safety \[[@pone.0227869.ref023]\], and although speed limits have been collected in this study, they are not reflected from the actual modeling process. Although time was considerd as the 2^nd^ level in Bayesian multilevel ordered logistic model, the two-year's data may not address the time-series feature of injury severity. Therefore, an extension of the present injury severity problem could be dealt with by time-series data more than three years combing with cross-sectional data within Bayesian framework, in this way the spatial-temporal issue can be addressed \[[@pone.0227869.ref024]\], which is our next-step work. This will broaden the scope of injury severity in expressways, and can provide a much safer expressway environment.

10.1371/journal.pone.0227869.r001

Decision Letter 0

Chen

Feng

Academic Editor

© 2020 Feng Chen

2020

Feng Chen

This is an open access article distributed under the terms of the

Creative Commons Attribution License

, which permits unrestricted use, distribution, and reproduction in any medium, provided the original author and source are credited.

5 Nov 2019

PONE-D-19-29212

Investigation of Injury Severity in Urban Expressway Crashes: A Case Study from Beijing

PLOS ONE

Dear Dr. Xu,

Thank you for submitting your manuscript to PLOS ONE. After careful consideration, we feel that it has merit but does not fully meet PLOS ONE's publication criteria as it currently stands. Therefore, we invite you to submit a revised version of the manuscript that addresses the points raised during the review process.

We would appreciate receiving your revised manuscript by Dec 20 2019 11:59PM. When you are ready to submit your revision, log on to <https://www.editorialmanager.com/pone/> and select the \'Submissions Needing Revision\' folder to locate your manuscript file.

If you would like to make changes to your financial disclosure, please include your updated statement in your cover letter.

To enhance the reproducibility of your results, we recommend that if applicable you deposit your laboratory protocols in protocols.io, where a protocol can be assigned its own identifier (DOI) such that it can be cited independently in the future. For instructions see: <http://journals.plos.org/plosone/s/submission-guidelines#loc-laboratory-protocols>

Please include the following items when submitting your revised manuscript:

A rebuttal letter that responds to each point raised by the academic editor and reviewer(s). This letter should be uploaded as separate file and labeled \'Response to Reviewers\'.A marked-up copy of your manuscript that highlights changes made to the original version. This file should be uploaded as separate file and labeled \'Revised Manuscript with Track Changes\'.An unmarked version of your revised paper without tracked changes. This file should be uploaded as separate file and labeled \'Manuscript\'.

Please note while forming your response, if your article is accepted, you may have the opportunity to make the peer review history publicly available. The record will include editor decision letters (with reviews) and your responses to reviewer comments. If eligible, we will contact you to opt in or out.

We look forward to receiving your revised manuscript.

Kind regards,

Feng Chen

Academic Editor

PLOS ONE

Journal Requirements:

1\. When submitting your revision, we need you to address these additional requirements.

Please ensure that your manuscript meets PLOS ONE\'s style requirements, including those for file naming. The PLOS ONE style templates can be found at

<http://www.journals.plos.org/plosone/s/file?id=wjVg/PLOSOne_formatting_sample_main_body.pdf> and <http://www.journals.plos.org/plosone/s/file?id=ba62/PLOSOne_formatting_sample_title_authors_affiliations.pdf>

2\.

We suggest you thoroughly copyedit your manuscript for language usage, spelling, and grammar. If you do not know anyone who can help you do this, you may wish to consider employing a professional scientific editing service.  

Whilst you may use any professional scientific editing service of your choice, PLOS has partnered with both American Journal Experts (AJE) and Editage to provide discounted services to PLOS authors. Both organizations have experience helping authors meet PLOS guidelines and can provide language editing, translation, manuscript formatting, and figure formatting to ensure your manuscript meets our submission guidelines. To take advantage of our partnership with AJE, visit the AJE website (<http://learn.aje.com/plos/>) for a 15% discount off AJE services. To take advantage of our partnership with Editage, visit the Editage website ([www.editage.com](http://www.editage.com)) and enter referral code PLOSEDIT for a 15% discount off Editage services.  If the PLOS editorial team finds any language issues in text that either AJE or Editage has edited, the service provider will re-edit the text for free.

Upon resubmission, please provide the following:

The name of the colleague or the details of the professional service that edited your manuscriptA copy of your manuscript showing your changes by either highlighting them or using track changes (uploaded as a \*supporting information\* file)A clean copy of the edited manuscript (uploaded as the new \*manuscript\* file)

3\. We noticed you have some minor occurrence of overlapping text with the following previous publication(s), which needs to be addressed:

<https://doi.org/10.1061/>(ASCE)0733-947X(2009)135:1(18)

<https://doi.org/10.1155/2019/8521649>

In your revision ensure you cite all your sources (including your own works), and quote or rephrase any duplicated text outside the methods section. Further consideration is dependent on these concerns being addressed.

4\. We note that you have indicated that data from this study are available upon request. PLOS only allows data to be available upon request if there are legal or ethical restrictions on sharing data publicly. For more information on unacceptable data access restrictions, please see <http://journals.plos.org/plosone/s/data-availability#loc-unacceptable-data-access-restrictions>.

\* In your revised cover letter, please address the following prompts:

a\) If there are ethical or legal restrictions on sharing a de-identified data set, please explain them in detail (e.g., data contain potentially sensitive information, data are owned by a third-party organization, etc.) and who has imposed them (e.g., an ethics committee). Please also provide contact information for a data access committee, ethics committee, or other institutional body to which data requests may be sent.

b\) If there are no restrictions, please upload the minimal anonymized data set necessary to replicate your study findings as either Supporting Information files or to a stable, public repository and provide us with the relevant URLs, DOIs, or accession numbers. For a list of acceptable repositories, please see <http://journals.plos.org/plosone/s/data-availability#loc-recommended-repositories>.

We will update your Data Availability statement on your behalf to reflect the information you provide.

\[Note: HTML markup is below. Please do not edit.\]

Reviewers\' comments:

Reviewer\'s Responses to Questions

**Comments to the Author**

1\. Is the manuscript technically sound, and do the data support the conclusions?

The manuscript must describe a technically sound piece of scientific research with data that supports the conclusions. Experiments must have been conducted rigorously, with appropriate controls, replication, and sample sizes. The conclusions must be drawn appropriately based on the data presented.

Reviewer \#1: Yes

Reviewer \#2: Yes

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

2\. Has the statistical analysis been performed appropriately and rigorously?

Reviewer \#1: Yes

Reviewer \#2: Yes

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

3\. Have the authors made all data underlying the findings in their manuscript fully available?

The [PLOS Data policy](http://www.plosone.org/static/policies.action#sharing) requires authors to make all data underlying the findings described in their manuscript fully available without restriction, with rare exception (please refer to the Data Availability Statement in the manuscript PDF file). The data should be provided as part of the manuscript or its supporting information, or deposited to a public repository. For example, in addition to summary statistics, the data points behind means, medians and variance measures should be available. If there are restrictions on publicly sharing data---e.g. participant privacy or use of data from a third party---those must be specified.

Reviewer \#1: Yes

Reviewer \#2: Yes

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

4\. Is the manuscript presented in an intelligible fashion and written in standard English?

PLOS ONE does not copyedit accepted manuscripts, so the language in submitted articles must be clear, correct, and unambiguous. Any typographical or grammatical errors should be corrected at revision, so please note any specific errors here.

Reviewer \#1: Yes

Reviewer \#2: Yes

\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*\*

5\. Review Comments to the Author

Please use the space provided to explain your answers to the questions above. You may also include additional comments for the author, including concerns about dual publication, research ethics, or publication ethics. (Please upload your review as an attachment if it exceeds 20,000 characters)

Reviewer \#1: This is an interesting study that focused on the crash injury severity. The overall analytical works and results are sounding. The followings are my comments and suggestions.

1\. Did the authors also obtaining the Property Damage Only crashes? It seems that only injury and above severity crashes were collected. At least the readers should be informed with this kind of information regarding the quantity and the proportion of the severe crashes.

2\. For the variables considered, as a recent study claims that speed has great influence on the urban expressway crashes. (Rongjie Yu\*, Mohammed Quddus, Xuesong Wang, Kui Yang, 2018. Impact of data aggregation approaches on the relationships between operating speed and traffic safety. Accident Analysis & Prevention 120, 304-310. ) However, from Table 1 it seems the authors did not consider this type of parameter. Please justify.

3\. Bayesian inference different from the traditional statistical model that they do not have a likelihood function. However, the authors listed both likelihood values for the two types of models. Please justify this issue.

Reviewer \#2: In the present study, a Bayesian ordered logistic regression model is proposed to investigate the impact factors for injury severity in urban expressway crashes. The content is well organized. However, I have several concerns as follows.
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3\. P3 ln 17, it is easy to see the difference between injury crash and fatality crash. But how about the injury severity type of slight. And I wonder is non-injury crashes included in this study. If not, please give an explanation.

4\. P5 table 1, the "S.D." is not provided. And in order to provide a comprehensive data description, I would recommend the authors provide an injury-specified data description.
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